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Cliarles Draco 7/19/93 

12 Stephens ^^opkins Court 
Providence, RU 02901- 

Dear OliarloD Drago, 

Your field is advertisinc and public relations. 

You tlierefore know that merely posing the question, aside from its formulation 
and asIdLng Why? to an affinniative statement of it^ makes it an automatic defamation.' 

Evica did, finally, v/rite me. I had intended toedress ids copout id detail but 
neither it nor he is worth the time .He can give you a copy and any comment on it. 

De did not enclose the Marrs or White le^?eri/and he did not say they were the 
only ones raising that question. also did not say that harry Livingstone, vrho has a 

book coining and v/lio is the only one of vihom know to have ever suggested any such thing, 
had no connection with tho question. 

His is the "commercial” interest. With an initial hardback print of at least 50,000, 
I presume you do not really qurdtion my use of the word. 

T he timing and the question itself serve his evil purposes. "So faj^ss I have any 
v;ay mf knowing, his alone. 

There is tlie inherent question, what qualifies either White or Marrs in particular 
to pose any such question and what qualifies any of the others of you to dignify it or 
ask anyone to provide a paper on it. 

0±, for that matter, does anyone of you know enough of what I have done to give 
any such question any thought at all? 

Obviously, you all assume tliat your ignorance does not deny you knowledge of wliat 
I liavo done, especially alone the infamous line of that infamous question. 

CleiAy your personal ignorance includes what you neithoi^ow nok* understand, what 
you say I did with regard to "Oliver ^tone’s work”. In tliat regard, those to whom you 
refer as my "fellow researchers " are not^Joither my fellows or researchers. ‘ * 

Diotiibute any copies you’d like to. I have not heard from Rose. 

Sincerely, 


Harald Weisberg / 




